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" The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )n Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) jM is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1^ is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)KI The drawing(s) filed on 30 November 2000 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)IEl objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)K Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)|EI All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


3.^ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 


Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement{s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infomnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 


U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers filed on 1 1/30/2000 purporting to comply with 
the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d) and they have been placed of record in the 
file. Attention is directed to the fact that the date for which foreign priority is claimed is 
not the date of the first filed foreign application acknowledged in the oath or 
declaration. /n/brmaf/on Disclosure Statement 

2. Documents filed in the interests of Information disclosure fail to comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609 because no listing was provided in 
accordance with the sections listed including the appropriate use of form PTO-1449. It 
has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not 
been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re- 
submission of any item of information contained in this information disclosure statement 
or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes 
of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the 
statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1 .97(e). 
See MPEP § 609 1IC(1). 


Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the details centered on 
the lottery system/customer interaction as set forth in at least claim 1 sections A-F, must 
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be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required In reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

a. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink 
and/or other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the 
embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 
608.01. 

The use of the trademarks such as Intel and Kodak has been noted in this 
application. They should be capitalized wherever It appears and be accompanied by 
the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks Is permissible In patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use In any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claim 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Presently it is difficult to determine if the written 
description is inadequate or if the difficulty arises from the foreign language translation. 
The examiner has difficulty in ascertaining precisely what the applicant has invented. 
This is due to such phrases such as "what allows the possibility of frauds, the loss of the 
prize when one gets lost the voucher.. . ." as presented in the first paragraph of page 3 
and "the low agility and comfort of the transaction" as presented in the fist two lines of 
page 5. The examiner is unfamiliar with such terminology as the "agility of a 
transaction" or what feature or element in a lotto system the applicant intends to refer to 
through this reference 

Further the paragraph long sentences make comprehension more difficult. The 
listed deficiencies are not meant to be an exhaustive listing, but instead merely 
illustrative of the problems present. While the specification is comprehensible to the 
point of it encompassing a networked lotto system with a digital ticket system, the 
written description (or translation) appears so poorly drafted such that it is not known as 
to what the applicant has invented and rendering of any meaningful application of prior 
art difficult if not impossible. 

A substitute specification including the claims is required pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .125(a) due to the deficiencies outlined above. 
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A substitute specification filed under 37 CFR 1 .125(a) nnust only contain subject 
matter from the original specification and any previously entered amendment under 37 
CFR 1.121. If the substitute specification contains additional subject matter not of 
record, the substitute specification must be filed under 37 CFR 1.125(b) and must be 
accompanied by: 1) a statement that the substitute specification contains no new 
matter; and 2) a marked-up copy showing the amendments to be made via the 
substitute specification relative to the specification at the time the substitute 
specification is filed. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or nnore claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document 
and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. This rejection follows forth on 
those present above. Clear steps should be delineated it describing the method. The 
claims should correspond in terms and phrases to those used in the (substitute) 
specification so that the claim's scope may be ascertained. Care should be exercised in 
drafting method steps meant to be performed with particular apparatus structure to 
ensure the steps are so limited and that overall a statutory process is defined. It is 
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urged applicant redraft the claims to conform with current US practice and clearly define 
the invention. 

As noted above, the examiner has difficulty in understanding precisely applicant's 
invention. It is not felt prior art can be reasonably applied at this time. The patents to 

Smeltzer and Kamille are being cited to the record, as they were readily available to 

the examiner and as best understood, may be relevant to the instant claims. Applicant 
is thanked in advance for his cooperation in amending the application to conform to US 
practice and/or any explanation of the invention applicant can provide to the record to 
aid in examination. 

Regarding claim 1, the phrase "for example" renders the claim indefinite because 
it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Regarding claims 1-4, the claim structure is unclear as no clear boundary exists 
between the preamble of the claim(s) and the body thereof as set forth absent of any 
transitional elements. 


Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert Mosser whose telephone number is (703)-305- 
4253. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-4:30 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tom Hughes can be reached on (703) 308-1806. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


REM 



